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Abstract 
A growing number of authors have been suggesting the necessary incorporation of 
children in the analysis of gender violence and, specifically, in the analysis of 
intimate partner violence against women (IPV). Such incorporation would be 
relevant not only for reducing children's invisibility and vulnerability, but also for 
achieving a better understanding of the characteristics and dynamics of IPV. Based 
on these considerations, we present in this paper the results of a secondary analysis 
applied to the data obtained in the last Spanish Survey on Violence Against Women. 
The available information allows us to analyze: 1) the presence of children exposed 
to IPV, 2) the relationship between this presence and the probability of reporting the 
violence, and 3) women's perception about the parental role of the aggressors. 
Palabras clave: gender violence, intimate partner violence, childhood, quantitative 
analysis. 
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Resumen 
Cada vez más autores destacan la necesaria incorporación de la infancia en el 
estudio de la violencia de género y, en concreto, de la violencia contra la mujer por 
parte del compañero íntimo (VCI). Tal incorporación puede facilitar, no sólo una 
menor invisibilidad y desprotección de niños y niñas, sino también una mejor 
comprensión de la propia violencia, sus características y dinámicas. Partiendo de 
estas consideraciones, en este artículo se presentan los resultados de un análisis 
secundario de los datos obtenidos en la última Macroencuesta sobre violencia contra 
las mujeres en España. En concreto, la información disponible permite analizar: 1) 
la presencia de menores expuestos a VCI; 2) la posible relación entre esta presencia 
y la formulación de denuncias; y 3) la percepción que tienen las mujeres en torno al 
rol parental de los agresores.   
Keywords: violencia de género, violencia del compañero íntimo, infancia, análisis 
cuantitativo.
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he lack of social recognition can intensify the victimization effects 
in case of violence. This is especially relevant in relation to gender 
violence, that has been present throughout history but has not been 
considered as a social problem until recently (Araujo, Guzmán & Mauro, 
2000). Among the different shapes that gender violence can take, it has 
received special attention the study of intimate partner violence against 
women (IPV). This violence is also our general object of study but, in this 
article, we will focus on the analysis of a number of aspects related to 
children's exposition to IPV.  
 Specifically, we present the results of a secondary analysis of the data 
obtained by the Center for Sociological Research (CIS, for its acronym in 
Spanish) in the last Survey on Violence Against Women in Spain, conducted 
in 2011
1
. Although the main purpose of this survey is not the analysis of 
children exposed to IPV, we will try to extract and analyze all the 
information that can be related to this population. Thus, according to the 
variables included in the questionnaire, our objectives are: 1) to determine 
the presence of children in IPV settings, 2) to analyze the relationship 
between this presence and the probability of reporting the violence, and 3) to 
study women's perceptions about aggressors' parental role.  
 The initial research hypothesis related to objectives 1 and 2 are:  
 H1. The presence of children in IPV settings increases the probability of 
the women reporting the violence.  
 H2. There is a predominant differentiation between the violence against a 
partner and the parental role of the aggressor. Consequently, being violent 
with a partner doesn't determine women's perceptions about aggressors' 
parenting skills. 
  
Theoretical Framework 
 
The term gender violence is used to embrace those forms of violence that are 
based on the gender identities and relations prevalent in a given society 
(Espinar & Mateo, 2007). In other words, it refers to a violence linked both 
to the imbalance in gender power relations and to definitions, stereotypes, 
identities and expectations about what it means to be a woman and to be a 
man. Among all the different forms gender violence can take in this paper 
we will focus on one of them: the violence against women by an actual or a 
T 
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former intimate partner (IPV). In this sense, it is generally recognized that 
the violence against women by husbands and intimate partners provides the 
highest evidence of the determinant role gender identities and inequalities 
play (Martín & Martín, 1999). This violence has been receiving an 
increasing academic and political attention and around it there is a relatively 
broad agreement in terms of terminology, impact, characteristics and 
prevalence. Specifically, according to the World Health Organization (2013) 
about 23% of the women living in high-income countries that have ever had 
a partner have suffered physical and/or sexual violence by an intimate 
partner at some point in their life. In the European Union (FRA, 2014), 
around 22% of the adult women report to have experienced physical and/or 
sexual IPV at least once in their lives. In Spain, a study based on a sample of 
11,000 women using primary care centers reported a prevalence of about 
35% for 2007 (Ruiz et al., 2010).  
 Although much of the research on IPV incorporates references to the 
involved children, this population is usually studied only indirectly. 
Therefore, and despite a growing interest in recent years, some authors 
consider still insufficient the available information (Øverlien, 2010; Erikson, 
2010). An expression of these limitations is the variety of terms used to refer 
to these children. In this sense, options such as 'witnesses of IPV' have 
tended to be abandoned as they hardly include the possibility of hearing, 
seeing the consequences or being part of the violence (Grip, 2012; Holt, 
Buckley & Whelan, 2008). More inclusive terms are beginning to be broadly 
accepted in an attempt to cover the diversity of situations and experiences: 
'exposed to' (Holden, Geffner & Jouriles, 1998), 'forced to live with' 
(Goddard & Bedi, 2010) or 'subject to' (Eriksson, 2010) violence. According 
to this logic, some authors have suggested the need to include all the 
children exposed to IPV in the category of victims, regardless of whether 
they are or they are not direct targets of the violence. This reclassification 
would have obvious practical and political implications (Cunningham & 
Baker, 2004; Eriksson, 2011).  
 The most usual approach to the study of children exposed to IPV is the 
quantitative one, mainly aimed at the description of the consequences the 
violence has for this population (Øverlien, 2010, p. 87). Therefore there is 
quite available information about the physical, psychological, emotional and 
behavioral effects that IPV has on boys and girls (Graham-Bermann, Castor, 
513 Espinar-Ruiz & López-Monsalve – Children Exposed to IPV  
 
 
Miller & Howell, 2012; Levendosky et al., 2013; Kuhlman, Howeel & 
Graham-Bermann, 2012). This information allows us to conclude, among 
other things, that the impact of IPV on children is more significant than 
traditionally thought (Øverlien, 2010, p. 91). 
 In addition to identify the effects, some studies have also tried to quantify 
its prevalence. However, as highlighted by Øverline (2010, p. 81), 'both  
because of the variability in what is understood and reported as domestic 
violence, and because researchers and practitioners define ‘a child exposed 
to domestic violence’ differently' the comparison between results is 
extremely difficult. Anyway, we can mention some relevant data. For 
example, in a survey carried out in Sweden (Annerback, Wingren, Svedin & 
Gustafsson, 2010) with young people aged 13 to 17, 11% responded 
affirmatively when asked about exposure to any incident of IPV. In the 
United States, Zinzow et al. (2009) obtained a prevalence of 9% for the 
exposure to severe forms of IPV among adolescents aged 12 to 17; while a 
research in the United Kingdom (NSPCC, 2012) concluded that 12% of 
children under 11 and 17% of adolescents aged 11 to 17 had been exposed to 
physical IPV at least one time in their lives. 
 Other dimensions and perspectives have also been analyzed, although to 
a lesser extent. For example, this is the case of relevant issues as: the 
meaning IPV has for children themselves, the inclusion of a gender approach 
or the study of mother's interpretation about their children's exposure to IPV. 
One of the most neglected issues is the analysis of the relationship between 
the children and their fathers (Eriksson, 2010; Perel & Peled, 2008; 
Rothman, Mandel & Silverman, 2007). In this sense, according to Maria 
Eriksson (2002, p. 3): 'A man's relationship with his partner and his 
relationships with his children can be conceptualized as parts of the same 
gender project, as arenas that might be linked to an overall process of gender 
constitution'. However, previous researches point out a general tendency to 
separate the partner/aggressor role to the parental role, so that fathers are 
broadly interpreted as essentially nonviolent (Eriksson & Hester, 2001; 
Eriksson, 2002). 
 In this article, despite the limitations of using secondary data, we will try 
to make some contributions to this research area. We won't be able to 
address children's experiences or aggressors' perceptions, but we can provide 
information on other relevant aspects: 1) the presence of children among 
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cases of IPV, 2) mothers' perception about aggressors' parental role and 3) to 
what extent the presence of children can increase the likelihood of mothers 
reporting the aggression. 
 
Methodology 
 
We have applied a secondary analysis to the data obtained in the fourth 
Survey on Violence Against Women in Spain. This survey was conducted 
by the CIS in 2011 on behalf of the extinct Spanish Ministry of Equality. 
The main difference between the fourth (and last) survey and the previous 
ones (conducted in 1999, 2002 and 2006) lies in the method of data 
collection. While telephone interviews were used in the three first surveys, 
the latest one is based on face-to-face interviews at the respondents' homes. 
This option has led to a decrease in the sample size (from 20,552 in the first 
survey to 7,898 in the last one). In any case, the sample continues being 
representative of the population of women over 18 years old living in Spain.  
The main objective of the series of surveys is to know the approximate 
number of women who are or have been victims of violence in the family 
context, with particular attention to IPV. Additionally, a number of variables 
have been included in order to analyze possible relationships between 
different characteristics and being a victim of violence. In this sense, the 
fourth survey incorporates several new variables that help to obtain 
information about the presence of children exposed to IPV, as well as about 
how women perceive aggressor's parental role and custody rights. We will 
focus our attention on these variables. 
 Specifically, the data analysis has been carried out using SPSS statistical 
program, that has allowed the univariate and bivariate analysis of the 
relevant information. Given the mainly nominal nature of the selected 
variables, we have applied an exploratory and descriptive approach, 
analyzing possible relationships through contingency tables, and Chi-square 
results. When required we have also calculated the adjusted standardized 
residuals in order to analyze not only the relationship between variables, but 
also between specific categories of the variables.  
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Cases of Intimate Partner Violence 
 
The first step is the necessary construction of IPV indicators. In this regard, 
two different strategies to detect cases of violence have been applied in the 
series of Surveys on Violence Against Women. These two strategies have 
been characterized as Type A and Type B violence. Type A cases refer to 
those women technically considered as victims of violence; while type B 
cases are related to those women who identify themselves as victims (Sigma 
Dos, 2006). Thus, in the type A strategy women are classified as victims 
after their affirmative response to a number of items that reflect different 
forms of violence. This classification is carried out regardless how women 
themselves interpret their own experience. They are considered victims of 
violence even if they don't recognize themselves as such. The specific 
question used for detecting type A violence was: (P35) 'At present, how 
often would you say that a closely related person...?'. The response was 
associated with a set of 26 items, including different forms of psychological, 
physical, sexual, economic or social violence. Additional variables enable to 
identify the person exercising the violence and, therefore, it is possible to 
select those cases where the aggressor is the husband/partner or ex-
husband/ex-partner. 
 For the first three surveys, the affirmative responses (and the categories 
'frequently' and 'sometimes') to 13 selected items (those describing situations 
rated as more severe) were used in order to construct the indicator of Type A 
violence. This same strategy has been followed in the present article for the 
analysis of the fourth survey
2
. Thus, taking into account only the violence 
exercised by partners or former partners (IPV), about 10,2% of the surveyed 
women can be classified as victims of type A violence. This percentage is 
relatively similar to the results obtained in the previous surveys (12,4% in 
1999, 11,1% in 2002 and 9,6% in 2006) (Sigma Dos, 2006). 
 Regarding the second strategy, type B violence, women are directly 
asked if, during the last year (P36) or at some point in their lives (P37), they 
have felt being battered by her husband/partner, ex-husband/ex-partner or by 
other family member. Thus, type B refers to situations that make the women 
perceive themselves as being abused. Once again it is possible to identify 
those women who responded affirmatively and selected their partners or 
former partners as aggressors. In this case 2,9% of the surveyed women 
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claim to have been victims of IPV during the previous year, and 10,7% at 
some point in their lives. 
 
Results 
 
Children Exposed to IPV 
 
The lack of agreement around concepts and the difficulties in detecting 
and accounting IPV cases make it especially problematic to obtain 
comparable data concerning the number of children exposed to this violence 
(Øverline, 2010). Usually, women's perspective is taken as reference for 
analyzing the presence of IPV and the extent to which children are involved. 
Consequently, the attempts to account mainly depend on women's 
perception about both violence and its effects.  
 Considering the data provided by the CIS' survey we can follow two 
procedures in an attempt to quantify the presence of children in contexts of 
IPV. These two procedures rely on the two different strategies applied to 
identify cases of violence: type A (women technically considered as victims 
of violence) and type B (women that classify themselves as victims of 
violence). Briefly, we can stress the relatively high presence of children in 
IPV settings: there are children in 43% of the type A cases and in 54% of the 
type B ones (considering the women that have ever felt being abused). These 
results support previous researchers (Eriksson & Hester, 2001) who 
underline the importance of including children in the study of IPV.  
 Women who affirmed having been abused (type B violence) and had 
children (under-18s) at the time of the abuse were asked if their children had 
directly suffered the violence. 54% of the women that had ever felt being 
battered and 60% of those who had felt being battered during the last year 
answered affirmatively. These results don't allow us to know what 'suffering 
directly the violence' means to women and to what extent they consider a 
risk the simple presence of their children in contexts of IPV. Thus, although 
we have obtained relatively high percentages, the results still support 
previous studies highlighting a tendency for mothers to underestimate the 
degree to which their children may be affected by the violence they 
themselves suffer (Øverline, 2010, p. 89). 
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Children's Presence and the Probability of Reporting the Violence 
 
Previous researches highlight the contradictory effects that children's 
presence has on women's interpretation of IPV, as well as on their decision 
to end or continue a violent relationship (Espinar, 2006; Rhodes, Cerulli, 
Dichter, Kothari & Barg, 2010). In fact, children's presence can both foster 
women's permanency in a violent relationship (supposedly putting their 
children's welfare before their own) and encourage the women to report or 
finish the cohabitation with the aggressor (Salazar, Högberg, Valladares & 
Öhman, 2012; Chang et al., 2010; Enander & Holmberg, 2008).  
 Using the data of the CIS' survey it is not possible to deepen the study of 
all these aspects, but we can analyze the relationship between two key 
variables: children's presence and the probability of the women reporting the 
violence. Thus, for type B violence (i.e. for women who classify themselves 
as victims of violence) it has been possible to analyze whether it is more 
likely to report when there are children exposed to the violence (Table 1). 
 
Table 1 
Relationship between women reporting the violence and children's presence 
(%)* 
Base: cases of type B violence 
 
 Presence of children 
Total 
Yes No 
Reporting the violence 
Yes 36,0 21,3 30,9 
No 64,0 78,7 69,1 
Total 100,0 100,0 100,0 
 
Source: Own elaboration from the data provided by the study number 2,.848 
(CIS) 
* Chi- Square: 16,145; P-value: 0,000 
 
As shown by Chi-Square results associated with Table 1, it is possible to 
speak about a statistically significant relationship between the two variables. 
That is, the probability of reporting is significantly higher when there are 
children exposed to IPV. 36% of the women with minor children at the time 
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of the abuse reported the violence, compared to 21% of the women who had 
no children or whose children were not minors. In short, children's presence 
seems to encourage the women to report the violence. Still, it should be 
noted that most women (69%) do not report the aggressor, whether they 
have minor children at the time of the abuse (64%) or not (79%).  
 Continuing with the analysis of type B violence, another possibility is to 
test if children becoming direct victims of the violence (at least from the 
respondents' point of view) encourages women to report the situation. The 
results are shown in Table 2. Once again Chi-square test indicates a 
significant relationship between reporting and the perception of children as 
directly affected by the violence. 47% of the women who responded that 
their children had been directly affected reported the situation against 24% 
of those who denied this direct implication. Still, we can highlight that in 
around 54% of the cases with children being direct victims of violence the 
situation was not reported.  
 
Table 2.  
Relationship between women reporting the violence and the perception of 
children being directly affected (%)* 
Base: women who classified themselves as abused (type B violence) and had 
minor children at the time of the abuse.  
 
 Children perceived as directly 
affected by the violence Total 
Yes No 
Reporting the 
violence 
Yes 46,5 24,4 36,5 
No 53,5 75,6 63,5 
Total 100,0 100,0 100,0 
 
Source: Own elaboration from the data provided by the study number 2,.848 
(CIS) 
* Chi- Square: 23,235; P-value: 0,000 
 
In case of type B violence and when the abuse had not been reported, 
women were asked about the reasons for not reporting. 40% answered 'for 
my children' as either first, second or third option. The available data do not 
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enable us to know if this answer is related to an attempt to guarantee 
children's economic security, or it has more to do with maintaining the 
family unity and the coexistence of parents and children. In any case, the 
results would seem to support previous researches (Espinar, 2006; Rhodes et 
al., 2010), where children appear to be an incentive both to report and end a 
violent relationship and to not report and try to keep the family unity. The 
results also suggest a relatively restricted perception of women about the 
risks their children face when exposed to IPV.  
 
Women's Perception about Aggressor's Parental Role  
 
According to different authors (Eriksson, 2002; Guille, 2004; Perel & Peled, 
2008; Rothman et al., 2007; Salisbury, Henning & Holdford, 2009) there is a 
widespread tendency to dissociate the parental role from the partner role. 
Consequently, the presence of violent attitudes and behaviors toward a 
partner does not necessarily affect how aggressor's parental skills are 
perceived. This dissociation would be prevalent in the society, among 
victims of IPV, and also in social services and judicial procedures, with a 
tendency to precede the maintenance of the relationship between fathers and 
children against other considerations. 
 The survey we are analyzing allows a direct approach to this issue, as it 
includes a question about the degree of agreement with the following 
statement: 'A man beating his partner does not imply him being a bad father'. 
The results obtained for the whole sample would appear to contradict the 
supposedly widespread tendency to dissociate the roles of partner/aggressor 
and father. Thus, 69% of the surveyed women are little or not in agreement 
with the statement against 23% that are very or quite in agreement. If we 
observe the results in Table 3
3
, it is noteworthy that victims of IPV (both 
type A and type B) seem to be significantly more in agreement with the 
differentiation between the roles of partner/aggressor and father.  
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Table 3  
Relationship between violence (type A and B) and dissociation of roles 
(partner/father) (%) 
 
 Type A 
violence* 
Type B 
violence** 
No Yes No Yes 
Agreement with the 
statement: 'A man 
beating his partner 
does not imply him 
being a bad father'. 
Very/Quite 
22,0 
(-4,6) 
29,1 
(4,6) 
22,4 
(-2,1) 
25,6 
(2,1) 
Little/Not at 
all 
69,6 
(4,1) 
62,5 
(-4,1) 
68,6 
(-1,3) 
70,8 
(1,3) 
Don't know/ 
No answer 
8,4 
(0,0) 
8,4 
(0,0) 
9,0 
(5,3) 
3,7 
(-5,3) 
Total 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 
Source: Own elaboration from the data provided by the study number 2,848 
(CIS) 
* Chi- Square: 21,353; P-value: 0,000 
** Chi- Square: 29,666; P-value: 0,000 
 
If we only consider the cases of type B violence, there are not significant 
differences in dissociating roles between those women with minor children 
in the moment of the abuse and those without. However, differences are 
statistically significant between those who stated that their children had 
directly suffered situations of violence and those who denied it
4
. Thus, 76% 
of the abused women whose children had been direct victims of violence 
were little or not in agreement with the possibility of an abuser being a good 
father. This percentage is significantly lower (66%) for the women who 
reported that their children had not directly suffered the violence. However, 
the information included in the questionnaire don't allow us an appropriate 
interpretation of these results. Among other things, it would be necessary a 
deeper knowledge about women's understanding of their children's 
relationship with the aggressors and experiences of violence.  
 Nevertheless, two more variables can be analyzed in order to provide 
further information about women's interpretation of aggressors' parental role. 
Specifically, the surveyed women were questioned about the degree of 
agreement with the following statements concerning children custody: 
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 If there is a verdict of guilty, aggressors' children custody should 
be removed.  
 After serving the sentence, custody should be returned to the 
father. 
Regarding the first item ('If there is a verdict of guilty, aggressors' children 
custody should be removed') the results are relatively different from the ones 
previously observed. First, the rejection of the dissociation of roles rises to 
83% for the whole sample (that being the percentage of women who are very 
or quite in agreement with the removal of children custody if there is a 
verdict of guilty). Similarly, Table 4 shows, on the one hand, a significant 
relationship between type A violence and a greater disagreement with the 
withdrawal of children custody (consistent with Table 3); and, on the other 
hand, a significant relationship between type B violence and a higher 
agreement with the withdrawal of the custody. In this sense, the presence of 
a legal resolution (a verdict) appears to increase the association of roles 
(abuser/partner and father), especially among women who claim having been 
battered. 
 
Table 4.  
Relationship between violence (type A and B) and the degree of agreement 
with the withdrawal of children custody (%) 
 Type A 
violence* 
Type B 
violence** 
No Sí No Sí 
Agreement with the 
statement: 'If there is a 
verdict of guilty, 
aggressors' children 
custody should be 
removed '. 
Very/Quite 
83,4 
(1,5) 
81,3 
(-1,5) 
82,8 
(-2,9) 
86,7 
(2,9) 
Little/Not at 
alll 
7,9 
(-3,0) 
11,0 
(3,0) 
8,2 
(-0,4) 
8,6 
(0,4) 
Don't know/ 
No answer 
8,7 
(1,0) 
7,7 
(-1,0) 
9,1 
(4,3) 
4,7 
(-4,3) 
Total 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 
Source: Own elaboration from the data provided by the study number 2,848 
(CIS) 
* Chi- Square: 9,757; P-value: 0,008 
** Chi- Square: 18,183; P-value: 0,000 
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The statement 'After serving the sentence, custody should be returned to the 
father' adds an element of permanence not included in the previous item. 
Thus, the percentage of women who show a clearest association between the 
violence against a partner and the parental role decreases to around 65% 
(that being the percentage of women who are little or not in agreement with 
returning the custody to the father after serving the sentence). However there 
is a remarkable increase in the percentage of women who don't know or 
simply choose not to answer this question (around 20% of the surveyed 
women).  
 
Table 5 
Relationship between violence (type A and B) and the degree of agreement 
with returning the custody after the father has served the sentence (%) 
 
 Type A 
violence* 
Type B 
violence** 
No Yes No Yes 
Agreement with the statement: 
'After serving the sentence, 
custody should be returned to 
the father'. 
Very/Quite 
11,6 
(-2,4) 
14,5 
(2,4) 
12,1 
(1,7) 
10,1 
(-1,7) 
Little/Not at 
all 
64,7 
(-1,1) 
66,7 
(1,1) 
63,9 
(-5,6) 
73,5 
(5,6) 
Don't know/ 
No answer 
23,7 
(3,1) 
18,8 
(-3,1) 
24,0 
(5,0) 
16,4 
(-5,0) 
Total  100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 
Source: Own elaboration from the data provided by the study number 2,848 
(CIS) 
* Chi- Square: 12,884; P-value: 0,002 
** Chi- Square: 32,377; P-value: 0,000 
 
Finally, the results in Table 5 are relatively consistent with the ones 
observed in Table 4. On the one hand, the women victims of type A violence 
show a significant greater agreement with returning the custody to the father 
once he has served the sentence. On the other hand, the women who have 
ever felt being abused by a partner or former partner (type B violence) 
express a greater rejection of this devolution (around 74% are little or not in 
agreement). In any case, there is a significant negative relationship between 
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the two forms of violence and not knowing/not answering the question, so 
that victims of both type of violence (A and B) express or appear to have a 
clearer opinion. In contrast, serving the sentence raises more doubts among 
those women supposedly not victims of violence. 
 
Conclusion 
 
This article presents the results of a secondary analysis applied to the data 
obtained by the Spanish Center for sociological Research (CIS, for its 
acronym in Spanish) in the last Survey on Violence Against Women in 
Spain, conducted in 2011. According to the variables included in the 
questionnaire, our objectives are: 1) to determine the presence of children in 
IPV settings, 2) to analyze the possible relationship between this presence 
and the probability of women reporting the violence, and 3) to study 
women's perceptions about the parental role of the aggressors.  
 With regard to the presence of children in the context of IPV cases (both 
type A or women technically classified as victims of violence and type B or 
women self-classified as such), we can conclude that this presence is 
relatively high. Exactly, in 54% of all the cases of type B violence and in 
43% of the type A cases there are minor children exposed to the violence. 
Among women who have ever felt being abused (type B violence) and had 
minor children at the time of the abuse 53% stated that their children had 
also directly suffered violent situations. Even being a relatively high 
percentage, this number must be interpreted in the light of the results of 
previous authors that highlight a trend among mothers to underestimate their 
children's involvement in the violence (Øverline, 2010, p. 89). In this sense, 
it would be necessary further research into two specific areas: first, the study 
of alternative sources of information beyond mothers, as may be children 
themselves (Cater & Forsell, 2014; Eriksson & Näsman, 2008; Øverlien & 
Hydén, 2009); second, the analysis of women's interpretation about gender 
violence and about the extent to which children can be affected.  
 Our first hypothesis suggested that children's presence would affect 
women positively in relation to reporting the violence she was suffering. 
However, results seem to support previous researches highlighting the 
contradictory role that children's presence has (Espinar, 2006; Rhodes et al., 
2010). Therefore, we can only conclude a partial confirmation of the 
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hypothesis. On the one hand, although the majority of the women who have 
ever felt being abused by a partner or former partner (type B violence) have 
not reported the violence, children's presence correlates with an increased 
likelihood of reporting. On the other hand, children are also one of the main 
reasons that women give for not reporting the violence. In this sense, it 
would be necessary a deeper knowledge about other aspects as, for example, 
the possibility of not only reporting, but also ending a violent relationship or 
about women's interpretations regarding the coexistence of children and 
aggressors.  
 In our second hypothesis, we predicted a predominant dissociation 
between violence against a partner and aggressor's parental role, so that 
violent attitudes or behaviors toward the mother would not necessarily affect 
women's perception of aggressor's parenting skills (Eriksson, 2002; Guille, 
2004; Perel & Peled, 2008; Rothman et al., 2007; Salisbury et al., 2009). 
However, our results would not show a clear support to this hypothesis. In 
this sense, it is relatively high the percentage of women (for the whole 
sample) that disagree with the statements: 'A man beating his partner does 
not imply him being a bad father' and 'After serving the sentence, custody 
should be returned to the father'. Especially high is the percentage of women 
who are strong or quite in agreement with the statement 'If there is a verdict 
of guilty, aggressors' children custody should be removed'.  
 It is noteworthy that the victims of violence (both type A and type B) are 
significantly more in agreement with the fact that being violent with a 
partner does not necessary turn the aggressor into a bad father. Consequently 
these women would seem to dissociate to a greater extent the role of partner 
(aggressor) and the role of father. However, when it is introduced the 
existence of a guilty sentence results vary. The victims of violence seem to 
have clearer opinions (with lower percentages in the category Don't know / 
No answer) than the rest of the sample. Moreover, although victims of type 
A violence continue to show a greater probability to dissociate roles, victims 
of type B violence are more critical of aggressors' parental skills, showing a 
greater refusal to them maintaining the custody of the children.  
 In short, this is a research area that still requires further study, especially 
applying a qualitative approach, and focusing on the experiences and 
interpretations of the children themselves (Cater, 2004). It is also necessary 
an even deeper analysis of how women interpret gender violence, the risks 
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this violence has for exposed children and the parental role of the aggressors 
(Grip, 2012). Likewise, we would need further insight into how aggressors 
themselves interpret their parenting skills and the relationship with their 
children (Peled, 2000, p. 26). All of them are relevant areas for a better 
understanding of the experiences of children exposed to IPV and are also 
essential issues to improve the intervention with them.  
 
Notes 
 
1 Survey commissioned by the former Ministry of Equality. CIS' study number: 
2,858. Additional information can be found at: http://www.cis.es. 
2
 It is worth to note that type A indicator has not been included in the official reports 
of results for the 4th survey. These reports only reflect the responses to each item in 
a disaggregated way. CIS' report is available at: http://www.cis.es. The report of the 
Government Department for Gender Violence is available at: http://e-mujeres.net. 
3
 Tables 3, 4 and 5 include in parenthesis the adjusted standardized residuals. A 
value greater than ±1,9  indicates a (positive or negative) significant relationship 
between categories of the variables. Thus, residuals facilitate the interpretation of 
the tables beyond what chi-square statistics indicate. 
4 
Chi-square: 4,800. P-value:  0,028. 
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